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FOURIER COEFFICIENTS OF RESTRICTIONS OF EIGENFUNCTIONS

EMMETT L. WYMAN, YAKUN XI, AND STEVE ZELDITCH

Abstract. Let {ej} be an orthonormal basis of Laplace eigenfunctions of a compact Rie-
mannian manifold (M, g). Let H ⊂ M be a submanifold and let {ψk} be an orthonormal
basis of Laplace eigenfunctions of H with the induced metric. We obtain joint asymptotics
for the Fourier coefficients

〈γHej , ψk〉L2(H) =

∫

H

ejψk dVH ,

of restrictions γHej of ej to H . In particular, we obtain asymptotics for the sums of the
norm-squares of the Fourier coefficients over the joint spectrum {(µk, λj)}∞j,k−0 of the (square

roots of the) Laplacian ∆M onM and the Laplacian ∆H on H in a family of suitably ‘thick’
regions in R

2. Thick regions include (1) the truncated cone µk/λj ∈ [a, b] ⊂ (0, 1) and
λj ≤ λ, and (2) the slowly thickening strip |µk − cλj | ≤ w(λ) and λj ≤ λ, where w(λ) is

monotonic and 1 ≪ w(λ) . λ1/2. Key tools for obtaining these asymptotics include the
composition calculus of Fourier integral operators and a new multidimensional Tauberian
theorem.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Background. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary of
dimension n and let ∆M denote the Laplace–Beltrami operator with respect to g. Let
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{ej}∞j=0 be an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions of −∆M with eigenvalues λ2j enumerated
in increasing order,

∆Mej = −λ2jej, 〈ej , ek〉 = δjk,

where the inner product is 〈f1, f2〉L2(M) =
∫
M
f1f2dVg with dVg the volume form of g. Let

H ⊂M be an embedded, closed submanifold with dimension d, Riemannian metric gH , and
Laplacian ∆H . Let {ψk}∞k=0 be an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions of ∆H , with

∆Hψk = −µ2
kψk.

Denote by

γHej = ej|H =
∑

k

〈γHej , ψk〉L2(H)ψk (1.1)

the expansion of the restriction of ej to H in the basis ψk. We refer to the inner products
∫
ejψk dVH, (1.2)

as the Fourier coefficients of γHej ; here, dVH denotes the volume density on H . The purpose
of this article is to study the joint asymptotics of the Fourier coefficients (1.2) when the joint
spectrum {(λj, µk)}∞j,k=0 falls into a family of suitably ‘thick’ regions.

Ideally, one would like to have sharp bounds on the individual Fourier coefficients (1.2) of
a subsequence {ejk}∞k=1 of eigenfunctions with µk

λj
= c, as (M, g,H, c) vary over all compact

Riemannian manifolds, submanifolds and eigenvalue ratios. However, except in special cases
(Section 2), it is difficult to extract asymptotic information about a single Fourier coefficient
for a subsequence {ejk}∞k=1 of eigenfunctions. Since

∑

k

∣∣∣∣
∫

H

ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

=

∫

H

|ej|2 dVH ,

giving precise information on individual Fourier coefficients is a substantial refinement on
giving precisely information on the L2(H)-restriction of ej, which is itself difficult to describe
for individual eigenfunctions (see [BGT07] and [Hu09] for such estimates).

In this article, we study the asymptotics of Fourier coefficients in an average sense. We
consider the weak-∗ limit of the measures

ν = lim
λ→∞

λ−n
∑

j,k:λj≤λ

∣∣∣∣
∫
ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

δµk/λj
(1.3)

in the dual of the bounded continuous functions on R. We compute the limiting measure by
obtaining asymptotics for the sum

∑

λj≤λ
µk/λj∈[a,b]

∣∣∣∣
∫
ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

(1.4)

in the style of the third author’s result in [Zel92], where [a, b] is a subinterval of (0, 1). We
also obtain asymptotics for the ladder sum

∑

j,k:λj≤λ
|µk−cλj |≤w(λ)

∣∣∣∣
∫
ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

(1.5)
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where the slope c is fixed and lies in the interval (0, 1), and the width w(λ) of the strip is
some monotonic function which slowly grows to infinity with λ. To obtain both results, we
introduce a basic multidimensional Tauberian theorem—Theorem 1.5—which the first and
second authors hope to refine in later work.

The motivation to study Fourier expansions of restricted eigenfunctions originated in the
setting of automorphic eigenfunctions on hyperbolic surfaces, in particular the restriction
of modular forms to closed geodesics, distance circles, and closed horocycles (in the finite
area cusped case). Look to [Ra40, Sel65, Br78, Br81, K80] for estimates and to [Br81,
G83, I97, I02] for a more systematic treatment of the topic. The Fourier coefficients in
the negatively curved case are expected to be rather uniform in the interval [0, 1]. This
statement is unproved and does not seem to have been formulated precisely before. By
comparison, the Fourier coefficients of the standard basis Y m

N of spherical harmonics of
degree N on the sphere S

2 are highly non-uniform. On a latitude circle, only the m Fourier
coefficient of Y m

N is non-zero; its size depends on the relation between the ratio m
N

and the
latitude (see Section 2.1). These observations motivate the question of how the dynamics of
the geodesic flows of (M, g) and of (H, g|H) determine the equidistribution properties of the
restricted Fourier coefficients (1.2). When ψk is fixed and only ej vary, the Fourier coefficients
are sometimes called ‘periods’ of ej and were first studied under the name of Kuznecov
sum formulae [K80] in the general Riemannian context in [Zel92]. While improvements
to the remainder bounds of that article have yet to appear, the last 10 years have seen
numerous improvements to bounds on the corresponding spectral projection operators (see
e.g. [SXZh17, WX18, Xi19, Xi17, CG18, CG18b, CGT17].) Fourier coefficients (1.2), or
‘periods’ in which ψk varies, are sometimes called ‘generalized periods’ (see [Xi19] for some
results in the case of closed hypersurfaces.)

In the sequel [WXZ22], we obtain asymptotics for refined ladder sums (1.5) when |µk −
cλk| ≤ w for constant width w. It turns out that the extremals for the individual term occur
only when c = 1. The case where c = 1 and H is a totally geodesic submanifold is studied in
[WXZ22]. In further work we also plan to study the case c = 1 and H has non-degenerate
second fundamental form, which involves Airy type caustic effects.

1.2. Statement of Results. In what follows, M and H will be compact, boundary-less
Riemannian manifolds of dimensions n and d, respectively, with isometric embedding H →
M . We let ∆M and ∆H be the respective Laplace–Beltrami operators and ej for j = 1, 2, . . .
resp. ψk for k = 1, 2, . . . the corresponding orthonormal eigenbases with

∆Mej = −λ2jej and ∆Hψk = −µ2
kψk.

Our main theorem is the following asymptotics for the sum (1.4).

Theorem 1.1. Let [a, b] ⊂ (0, 1). Then,

∑

λj≤λ
µk/λj∈[a,b]

∣∣∣∣
∫

H

ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

=
CH,M

n

(∫ b

a

td−1(1− t2)
n−d−2

2 dt

)
λn +O[a,b](λ

n−1),

where we have constant

CH,M = (2π)−n(vol Sd−1)(volSn−d−1)(volH).

Moreover, the remainder is uniform for [a, b] contained in a compact subset of (0, 1).
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We acknowledge a minor abuse of notation in the theorem above, namely that the ej
appearing in the integral denotes its pullback from M to H via the embedding H → M . We
will repeat this use throughout the article.

As a corollary to this theorem, we obtain a description of the empirical measure ν in (1.3).

Corollary 1.2. For any bounded, continuous function f on R, we have

lim
λ→∞

λ−n
∑

j,k:λj≤λ

∣∣∣∣
∫
ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

f(µk/λj) =
CH,M

n

∫ 1

0

f(t)td−1(1− t2)
n−d−2

2 dt

where the constant CH,M is the same as in Theorem 1.1. In other words, the limit in (1.3)
indeed converges in the weak-∗ limit in the dual of the bounded continuous functions, and the
limit is

dν(t) =
CH,M

n
td−1(1− t2)

n−d−2
2 χ[0,1](t) dt

where χ[0,1] is the characteristic function of the interval [0, 1].

We also obtain asymptotics for slowly thickening ladder sums as in (1.5).

Theorem 1.3. Fix c ∈ (0, 1) and let w(λ) be a monotone increasing function of λ for which
w(λ) → ∞ and w(λ) = O(λ1/2). Then,

∑

j,k:λj≤λ
|µk−cλj |≤w(λ)

∣∣∣∣
∫
ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

=
2CH,M

n− 1
w(λ)cd−1(1− c2)

n−d−2
2 λn−1 +Oc,w(λ

n−1).

Both Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 follow as corollaries from the next two theorems. The first
is an estimate on a smoothed version of the sum (1.4), which we prove in Section 4 using
FIO theory. The second is our basic multidimensional Tauberian theorem, which we prove
in Section 5.

Theorem 1.4. Consider the measure

N =
∑

j,k

∣∣∣∣
∫

H

ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

δ(µk ,λj)

on R
2. Let ρ be a Schwartz-class function on R

2. Fix [a, b] ⊂ (0, 1). For (µ, λ) in the cone
µ/λ ∈ [a, b] with µ, λ > 0, and for ρ̂ supported in a compact set depending on H, M , and
[a, b], we have asymptotics

N ∗ ρ(µ, λ) = CH,M ρ̂(0)µ
d−1λn−d−1(1− µ2/λ2)

n−d−2
2 +Oρ,[a,b](λ

n−3).

The main term in the asymptotics has a nice geometric interpretation. On the bundle
T ∗
HM of covectors in M over points in H , there is a natural volume density

ω ∈ |T ∗M | ⊗ |M |−1 ⊗ |H|,
where here we are using the density notation of Duistermaat and Guillemin [DG75]. Let
pH and pM denote the principal symbols of

√
−∆H and

√
−∆M , respectively, and let i :

T ∗
HM → T ∗M be the inclusion and π : T ∗M → T ∗H the fiberwise projection. Then, given
λ and µ, we have the Leray density on {pM ◦ i = λ} ∩ {pH ◦ π = µ} given by

ω

|d(pM ◦ i) ∧ d(pH ◦ π)| .
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For the sake of illustration, consider the model situation where H = R
d, M = R

n, where
H → M is the embedding into R

d × 0n−d, and where we take as symbols pH(x, ξ) = |ξ| and
pM(z, ζ) = |ζ |. Then one works out explicitly that ω = dx dζ and

ω

|d(pM ◦ i) ∧ d(pH ◦ π)| =
1√

1− µ2/λ2
dx dσ

where σ is the restriction of the Euclidean volume to

{ζ ∈ R
n : |ζ | = λ and |π(ζ)| = µ} = (µSd−1)× (

√
λ2 − µ2Sn−d−1).

Pretending momentarily that volH is finite, integrating this volume element yields

(volH)(volSd−1)(volSn−d−1)µd−1λn−d−1(1− µ2/λ2)
n−d−2

2 .

This accounts for everything but ρ̂(0) and the dimensional power of 2π in the main term
of Theorem 1.4. Indeed, this volume element will arise in the computation of the principal

symbol of the Lagrangian distribution N̂ for the big singularity at the origin.
The Fourier Tauberian theorems are tools for obtaining asymptotics for a monotonic in-

creasing function if we are given some information about (1) its derivative, and if we want
finer remainders, (2) the order of the singularities of its Fourier transform away from the
origin. For background on the one-dimensional Fourier Tauberian theorems, we refer the
reader to Levitin’s appendix of [Lev97] and [S01] and the references therein. To state our
Tauberian theorem, we borrow the definition of an order function from [Zwo]. Specifically,
we say m is an order function on R

d if it is positive and there exist a positive constants C
and power ν for which

m(x) ≤ C(1 + |x− y|)νm(y) for all x, y ∈ R
d.

Theorem 1.5 (Basic Multidimensional Tauberian Theorem). Let N be a tempered, positive
Radon measure on R

d and let ρ be a nonnegative Schwartz-class function on R
d satisfying

∫

Rn

ρ(x) dx = 1,

and suppose
N ∗ ρ(x) ≤ m(x) for all x ∈ R

d

for an order function m. Then for any Borel subset Ω of Rd with N(Ω) <∞, we have
∣∣∣∣N(Ω)−

∫

Ω

N ∗ ρ(x) dx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∫

∂[−1,1]Ω

m(x) dx

where here ∂[−1,1]Ω denotes the unit thickening of the boundary of Ω and the constant C does
not depend on Ω.

Presently, there does not seem to be a systematic treatment of Fourier Tauberian theorems
with functions of more than one parameter in the literature. The closest result the authors
could find is due to Colin de Verdiere in [CdV79], where he obtains something resembling

N(λΩ) =

∫

λΩ

N ∗ ρ(x) dx+O(λν)

where λΩ denotes a scaling of Ω by λ about the origin, and where Ω is compact and has
piecewise C1-boundary among some hypotheses on N . Note, while this result is set in R

d,
the family of regions is necessarily homothetic family indexed by a single real parameter.
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The main insight of Theorem 1.5 is the connection between the remainder and the size of
the boundary of Ω. This allows us to obtain asymptotics for the ladders in Theorem 1.3.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we directly verify Theorem 1.1 in the
case where H is a coordinate plane in the flat torus. The proofs of Corollary 1.2, Theorem
1.4, and Theorem 1.5 are contained in sections 3, 4, and 5, respectively. The proofs of the
corollary and the Tauberian theorem use only elementary tools. The proof in section 4 relies
on the symbol calculus of cleanly composing FIOs as presented in [DG75] (see also [HoIV]
for a thorough treatment and [D96] for background).

Acknowledgements. Xi was partially supported by National Key R&D Program of China
No. 2022YFA1007200, National Natural Science Foundation of China No. 12171424. Wyman
was partially supported by National Science Foundation of USA No. DMS-2204397 and by
the AMS Simons travel grants. Zelditch was supported by National Science Foundation of
USA Nos. DMS-1810747 and DMS-1502632. The authors are grateful to Madelyne Brown
for pointing out an error in in an earlier draft of this paper. The authors are also grateful
to the anonymous referees for their thorough and invaluable feedback.

2. Examples

In this section, we illustrate the definitions and results with two types of examples: (i)
The standard S

2, and (ii) flat tori.
In particular, we illustrate the nature of the parameter c = µk

λj
. The sum in (1.4) is over

the joint spectral points (µk, λj) lying in the set µk

λj
∈ [a, b]. On the classical level, where we

replace the eignvalues of the operators by their principal symbols, this set corresponds to
the ‘wedges’ or ‘cone’,

C[a,b] := {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M \ 0 :
|πHϕ0

(x, ξ)|
|ξ| = c ∈ [a, b]}. (2.1)

Below, we relate (2.1) to wedges (or cones) around rays in the image of the moment map in
these two examples. But for general (M, g,H) without symmetry, the wedge (2.1) does not
have such an interpretation.

2.1. Restrictions to curves in S
2. Let S

2 be the standard sphere. We illustrate the
definitions in the case where H is a latitude circle (an orbit of the rotational action around
the third axis) and for the standard basis Y m

ℓ of spherical harmonics of degree ℓ.
Let ∂

∂θ
generate rotations around the x3 axis in R

3, and let (θ, ϕ) be the standard spherical
coordinates. A latitude circle is a level set of the azimuthal coordinate Hϕ0 : {ϕ = ϕ0} and
the equator is the special case ϕ0 = π/2. Since rotations commute with the geodesic flow,
the Clairaut integral,

pθ(x, ξ) = 〈ξ, ∂
∂θ

〉 = | ∂
∂θ

|Hϕ0
cos∠

∂

∂θ
, γ̇x,ξ(0), (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗

xS
2),

is a constant of the motion, i.e. the components of the moment map P := (|ξ|, pθ) : T ∗
S
2 →

R
2 Poisson commute. Let

uθ(θ, ϕ) :=

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
−1

Hϕ

∂

∂θ
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be the unit vector field in the direction of ∂
∂θ

and let ∂
∂ϕ

be the unit vector field tangent to

the meridians. Let u∗θ, u
∗
ϕ be the dual unit coframe field. The orthogonal projection from

THϕ0
S
2 → T ∗Hϕ0 is given by,

πHϕ0
(x, ξ) = 〈ξ, uθ〉u∗θ.

Thus, if we fix Hϕ0 and c ∈ [0, 1], the corresponding slice of the cone C[a,b] is given by:

T c
Hϕ0

:=
{
(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗

Hϕ0
S
2 \ 0 :

|πHϕ0
(x, ξ)|
|ξ| = c ⇐⇒ |pθ(x, ξ)|

|ξ| = c

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
Hϕ0

}
. (2.2)

In particular if c = 1, then (x, ξ) ∈ T c
Hϕ0

⇐⇒ ξ = |ξ|u∗θ. As (2.2) shows, the parameter

c is not the usual ratio pθ(x,ξ)
|ξ|

of components off the moment map, because we choose the

operator on H to be
√
∆H rather than ∂

∂θ
.

2.1.1. Spectral theory. Let Y m
ℓ be the standard orthonormal basis of joint eigenfunctions

of ∆ and of the generator ∂
∂θ

of rotations around the third axis. Thus, Y m
ℓ changes by the

phase eimθ under a rotation of angle θ. The orthonormal eigenfunctions of Hϕ0 are given
by ψm(θ) = Cϕ0e

imθ where Cϕ0 = 1
L(Hϕ0 )

. Hence, the Fourier coefficients (1.2) are constant

multiplies of the Fourier coefficients relative to {eimθ}. It follows that the mth Fourier
coefficient of Y m

ℓ is its only non-zero Fourier coefficient along any lattitude circle Hϕ0 , and
that |

∫
Hϕ0

Y m
ℓ e−imθdθ|2 = ||Y m

ℓ ||2Hc
. This is an example where one can obtain estimates

on individual Fourier coefficients of individual eigenfunctions. The situation is much more
complicated on higher dimensional spheres S

n when H is a latitude ‘sub-sphere’ Sd (see
[WXZ22]).

2.1.2. Ladders and cones. Let Λa = P−1(a, 1) ⊂ S∗
S
2 be the level set {pθ = a}. It is a

Lagrangian torus when a 6= ±1 and is the equatorial (phase space) geodesic when a = ±1.
A ray or ladder in the image of the moment map P is defined by {(m,E) : m

E
= a} ⊂ R

2
+,

and its inverse image under P is R+Λa ⊂ T ∗
S
2.

When H is a latitude circle, then the wedge (2.1) is a wedge around a ray in the image of

the moment map, since the rays {pθ(x,ξ)
|ξ|

= a} and { |πHϕ0
(x,ξ)|

|ξ|
= c} are related by the constant

| ∂
∂θ
|.
On the quantum level, a ray corresponds to a ‘ladder’ {Y m

ℓ }m
ℓ
=a of eigenfunctions. The

possible Weyl-Kuznecov sum formulae for latitude circles H = Hϕ0 thus depend on the two
parameters (ϕ0,

m
ℓ
). The first corresponds to a latitude circle, the second to a ladder in the

joint spectrum. It is better to parametrize the ladder as µm

ℓ
= c as discussed above.

2.1.3. Caustic sequences and Gaussiam beams. There are special scenarios where the ladder
of eigenfunctions corresponds to the Lagrangian torus {pθ = a|ξ|} = Λa in T ∗

S
2 and where

Hϕ0 is the caustic of this Lagrangian torus, i.e. a boundary component of its projection. In
this case, the Fourier coefficients of the subsequence of {Y m

ℓ } blow up at the rate ℓ1/6. This
case is outside the scope of this article because the corresponding value of c equals 1. It will
be addressed in a later article.

Another extremal scenario is where a = ±1, i.e. the classical ray occurs on the boundary of
the moment map image. The corresponding ladder of eigenfunctions consists of the Gaussian
beams, C0N

1
4 (x1+ ix2)

N , around the equator γ. In Fermi-normal coordinates, they have the

form N (1)/4eiNse−Ny2/2, where s is arc-length along γ and y is the normal coordinate. This
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ladder again corresponds to c = 1 and is outside the scope of this article; general examples
with c = 1 and H totally geodesic are described in [WXZ22].

2.1.4. H is a closed geodesic of S2 and c < 1. Suppose that 0 < c < 1 and that H is a closed
geodesic. If H is the equator, then it lies in the interior of the image of the projection of the
torus Λa and the unique non-zero Fourier coefficients of the spherical harmonics Y m

ℓ with
m
ℓ
≃ c < 1 uniformly bounded above.
On the other hand, one might restrict Y m

ℓ to a meridian geodesic, in which case all the
Fourier coefficients in the range [−ℓ, ℓ] can be non-zero. This is a c < 1 case to which our
results apply. Note that when m = 0 the Fourier coefficients are those of the Legendre
function Pℓ(cosϕ).

2.1.5. Convex surface of revolution in R
3. All of the above remarks generalize to any convex

surface of revolution, with the equator defined as the unique rotationally invariant geodesic.
There exist zonal eigenfunctions and Gaussian beams along equators of general convex sur-
faces of revolution, so the orders of magnitude and the eigenfunctions are of the same type.
We refer to [Geis] for a recent study of how the restricted L2 norms vary with c.

2.2. An Example on the Torus. Here we verify Theorem 1.1 for an easy example on
the torus. This is in part to check the constant in Theorem 1.1 and hence the constant in
Theorem 1.4 with a direct computation. Though we are careful to track all of the dimensional
constants in the computations, we find it prudent to verify the result directly.

Let M = T
n = R

n/2πZn and H = T
d be embedded in M as the coordinate plane

T d × 0 ⊂ M . We select the standard bases of exponentials

ej(z) = (2π)−n/2ei〈z,j〉 and ψk(x) = (2π)−d/2ei〈x,k〉

indexed by j ∈ Z
n and k ∈ Z

d, respectively. Note,∫

H

ejψk dVH = (2π)−(n+d)/2

∫

Td

ei〈x,j
′−k〉 dx

=

{
(2π)−(n−d)/2 k + j′ = 0

0 k − j′ 6= 0.

where here j′ = (j1, . . . , jd) is the first d coordinates of j. The sum in Theorem 1.1 is then

(2π)−(n−d)#{j ∈ Z
n : |j| ≤ λ, |j′|/|j| ∈ [a, b]}.

Proposition 2.1. Let M = T
n and let H = T

d × 0 be a coordinate plane as above. If
[a, b] ⊂ (0, 1), the sum in Theorem 1.1 is

(2π)−(n−d) (vol S
d−1)(volSn−d−1)

n

(∫ b

a

td−1(1− t2)
n−d−2

2 dt

)
λn +O(λn−1)

by direct computation. We recall volH = (2π)d and see this agrees with Theorem 1.1.

Proof. By counting cubes, the sum is

(2π)−(n−d)|{(ξ ∈ R
n : |ξ| ≤ λ, |ξ′|/|ξ| ∈ [a, b]}|+O(λn−1)

where here the absolute value notation around the set denotes Lebesgue measure in R
n. We

parametrize this set by the map

Φ(r, t, ω, η) = (rtω, r
√
1− t2η)
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where r ∈ [0, λ], t ∈ [a, b], ω ∈ Sd−1 and η ∈ Sn−d−1. The pullback of the Euclidean metric
has the form

g(r, t, ω, η) =




1 0 0 0

0 r2

1−t2
0 0

0 0 r2t2gSd−1(ω) 0
0 0 0 r2(1− t2)gSn−d−1(η)


 ,

and hence the pullback of the Euclidean volume density is

| det g(r, t, ω, η)|1/2 = rn−1td−1(1− t2)
n−d−2

2 | det gSd−1(ω)|1/2| det gSn−d−1(η)|1/2.
Integrating yields

|{(ξ ∈ R
n : |ξ| ≤ λ, |ξ′|/|ξ| ∈ [a, b]}| = (volSd−1)(volSn−d−1)

n
λn
∫ b

a

td−1(1− t2)
n−d−2

2 dt.

The proposition follows. �

A similar computation can be carried out to verify Theorem 1.3 on the torus, in which we
sum the norm-squares of the Fourier coefficients over the thickening strip

||k| − c|j|| ≤ w(λ), |j| ≤ λ

with slope c and width w(λ). More importantly, this example shows we cannot obtain
asymptotics for a sum over a strip of constant width w, at least not without adding some
more hypotheses. By the reductions before Proposition 2.1, this ladder sum is exactly

(2π)−(n−d)#{j ∈ Z
n : |j| ≤ λ, ||j′| − c|j|| ≤ w}.

The set of ξ ∈ R
n with ||ξ′| − c|ξ|| ≤ w is asymptotic to a w

√
1− c2-thickening of the cone

|ξ′| = c|ξ| of ‘slope’ c/
√
1− c2.

In the case n = 2 and d = 1, c may be taken so that the slope c/
√
1− c2 is rational

and w may be taken small enough to only include those lattice points in Z
2 lying along the

line of slope c/
√
1− c2. Any small, nonzero change in w will not perturb the ladder sum of

Theorem 1.3, yet would be felt by the main term

1

π

w√
1− c2

λ.

We conclude the remainder must be just as large as the main term. It is also possible, using
a more careful computation, to locate jumps in this ladder sum of order λ given a change in
w on the order of λ−1.

3. Proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.3, and Corollary 1.2

3.1. Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3. We begin by proving Theorem 1.1. We take the
cone

Ωλ = {(µ′, λ′) ∈ R
2 : µ′, λ′ > 0, λ′ ≤ λ, and µ′/λ′ ∈ [a, b]}.

and realize the sum of Theorem 1.1 is precisely N(Ωλ) with N from Theorem 1.4. Take a
smooth cutoff χ ∈ C∞(R, [0, 1]) which takes the value 1 on a neighborhood of [a, b] and the
value 0 on a neighborhood of the complement of (0, 1), and set

Ñ =
∑

j,k

∣∣∣∣
∫

H

ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

χ(µk/λj)δ(µk ,λj). (3.1)
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Note N(Ωλ) = Ñ(Ωλ), hence we only need to show Ñ(Ωλ) satisfies the asymptotics of
Theorem 1.1.

Fix a nonnegative Schwartz-class function ρ with sufficiently small Fourier support and
ρ̂(0) = 1. By construction,

|(N − Ñ) ∗ ρ(µ, λ)| = Oρ,[a,b](λ
−∞) for µ, λ > 0 and µ/λ ∈ [a, b].

This and Theorem 1.4 yields Ñ∗ρ(µ, λ) is bounded by some constant times the order function

(1 + |(µ, λ)|)n−2.

Theorem 1.1 then follows by Theorem 1.5, the asymptotics in Theorem 1.4, and an elemen-
tary computation.

Next, we prove Theorem 1.3. Fix [a, b] ⊂ (0, 1) such that a < c < b and consider the strip

Sλ = {(µ′, λ′) ∈ R
2 : 0 < λ′ ≤ λ and |µ′ − cλ′| ≤ w(λ)}.

Let Wr = {(µ′, λ′) ∈ R
2 : 0 ≤ λ′ ≤ r} denote the strip of width r along the first axis, and fix

a constant C for which

Sλ \WCw(λ) ⊂ {(µ′, λ′) : µ′/λ′ ∈ [a, b]}.
We have by the basis property of {ψk}, the local Weyl law, and the hypothesis w(λ) =
O(λ1/2),

N(Sλ ∩WCw(λ)) =
∑

j,k:λj≤Cw(λ)
|µk−cλj |≤w(λ)

∣∣∣∣
∫

H

ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

≤
∑

j:λj≤Cw(λ)

∫

H

|ej|2 dVH = O(λn−1).

All that is left is to show N(Sλ \WCw(λ)) satisfies the asymptotics of Theorem 1.3, i.e.

N(Sλ \WCw(λ)) = CH,Mc
d−1(1− c2)

n−d−2
2 w(λ)λn−1 +O(λn−1),

where we allow the constants implicit in the big-O remainder to depend on c and w. We
replace N with Ñ as in (3.1) and have

N(Sλ \WCw(λ)) = Ñ(Sλ \WCw(λ))

by construction. Let ρ be as before so that Ñ ∗ρ is again bounded by the same order function.
Since w(λ) ≤ λ for λ large

∫

∂[−1,1](Sλ\WCw(λ))

ρ ∗ Ñ(µ′, λ′) d(µ′, λ′) = O(λn−1).

By Theorem 1.5,

Ñ(Sλ \WCw(λ)) =

∫

Sλ\WCw(λ)

ρ ∗ Ñ(µ′, λ′) d(µ′, λ′) +O(λn−1)

=

∫ λ

Cw(λ)

∫ w(λ)

−w(λ)

ρ ∗ Ñ(cλ′ + t, λ′) dt dλ′ +O(λn−1).

By Theorem 1.4, the mean value theorem, and our hypotheses on the growth of w(λ), we
have

ρ ∗ Ñ(cλ′ + t, λ′) = ρ ∗ Ñ(cλ′, λ′) +O(w(λ)λ′n−3) for all |t| ≤ w(λ).
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Continuing with our estimates, we have by w(λ) = o(λ),
∫ λ

Cw(λ)

∫ w(λ)

−w(λ)

ρ ∗ Ñ(cλ′ + t, λ′) dt dλ′ = 2w(λ)

∫ λ

0

ρ ∗ Ñ(cλ′, λ′) dλ′ +O(λn−1 + w(λ)2λn−2).

By hypothesis, O(λn−1 + w(λ)2λn−2) = O(λn−1), and hence the right side reads,

2CH,Mw(λ)c
d−1(1− c2)

n−d−2
2

∫ λ

0

λ′n−2 dλ′ +O(λn−1)

=
2CH,M

n− 1
w(λ)cd−1(1− c2)

n−d−2
2 λn−1 +O(λn−1)

by Theorem 1.4. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

3.2. Proof of Corollary 1.2. For each j, set

νj =
∑

k

∣∣∣∣
∫

H

ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

δµk/λj

so that we write
ν = lim

λ→∞
λ−n

∑

λj≤λ

νj .

Let f be a continuous function with support contained in (0, 1). Approximating f above and
below by step functions and applying Theorem 1.1 on each constant component, we obtain

lim
λ→∞

n

CH,Mλn

∑

λj≤λ

∫
f dνj =

∫ 1

0

f(t)td−1(1− t2)
n−d−2

2 dt

We now argue that this limit holds for bounded continuous functions on all of R.
For δ > 0, let χδ be a continuous cutoff function which takes values in [0, 1], which is

supported in (0, 1), and with χδ = 1 on [δ, 1 − δ]. For any bounded continuous function f
on R, we have

n

CH,Mλn

∑

λj≤λ

∫
fχδ dνj =

∫ 1

0

f(t)χδ(t)t
d−1(1− t2)

n−d−2
2 dt+ oδ(1).

We select δ(λ) decreasing to 0 as λ→ ∞ slowly enough so that

lim
λ→∞

n

CH,Mλn

∑

λj≤λ

∫
fχδ(λ) dνj =

∫ 1

0

f(t)td−1(1− t2)
n−d−2

2 dt.

We now show the limit of the discrepancy

lim
λ→∞

n

CH,Mλn

∑

λj≤λ

∫
f(1− χδ(λ)) dνj

vanishes, after perhaps taking δ(λ) → 0 more slowly. By the triangle inequality, we have
∣∣∣∣
∫
f(1− χδ(λ)) dνj

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖f‖L∞(R)

∫
(1− χ[δ(λ),1−δ(λ)]) dνj

where here χ[δ(λ),1−δ(λ)] denotes the characteristic function of the interval [δ(λ), 1 − δ(λ)].
The following lemma concludes the proof of Corollary 1.2.
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Lemma 3.1. Fix δ > 0 and let χ[δ,1−δ] denote the characteristic function of the interval
[δ, 1− δ]. Then,

n

CH,Mλn

∑

λj≤λ

∫
(1− χ[δ,1−δ]) dνj . δ1/2 + Cδλ

−1,

where the constant implicit in the . notation depends only on H and M , and where Cδ only
depends on H, M , and δ.

Proof. Since the ψk’s form an orthonormal basis for L2(H),

∫
1 dνj =

∑

k

∣∣∣∣
∫

H

ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

=

∫

H

|ej|2 dVH .

Hence by the pointwise Weyl law [HoIV, Theorem 29.1.4],

∑

λj≤λ

∫
1 dνj = (2π)−n (volH)(volSn−1)

n
λn +O(λn−1),

and so

n

CH,Mλn

∑

λj≤λ

∫
1 dνj =

volSn−1

(vol Sd−1)(volSn−d−1)
+O(λ−1)

=

∫ 1

0

td−1(1− t2)
n−d−2

2 dt+O(λ−1).

where the second line follows from a similar computation as in the proof of Proposition 2.1.
Theorem 1.1 yields

n

CH,Mλn

∑

λj≤λ

∫
(1− χ[δ,1−δ]) dνj

=

∫ δ

0

td−1(1− t2)
n−d−2

2 dt+

∫ 1

1−δ

td−1(1− t2)
n−d−2

2 dt+Oδ(λ
−1).

The lemma follows by 1 ≤ d ≤ n− 1 and an elementary estimate. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.4

4.1. The Setup. Set PM =
√
−∆M and PH =

√
−∆H . These are first order, self-adjoint,

elliptic pseudodifferential operators on their respective manifolds with principal symbols

pM(z, ζ) =

(
∑

i,j

gijM(z)ζiζj

)1/2

and pH(x, ξ) =

(
∑

i,j

gijH(x)ξiξj

)1/2

.

Here, gM and gH are the Riemannian metric tensors on M and H , respectively.
Now,

N =
∑

j,k

∣∣∣∣
∫

H

ejψk dVH

∣∣∣∣
2

δ(µk ,λj),
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which is a joint spectral measure of the operators PH ⊗ I and I ⊗ PM on H ×M weighted
by the norm-squared Fourier coefficients. We will want to rewrite these weights using half-
densities so that we can use the theory of FIOs. We change notation so that ψk and ej are
instead the eigendensities

ψk = ψ̃k|dVH |1/2 and ej = ẽj|dVM |1/2

where ψ̃k and ẽj are now the corresponding eigenfunctions. Let i : H → M be the embedding
and let δi be the half-density distribution in H ×M for which

(δi, f) =

∫

H

f̃(x, i(x)) dVH (4.1)

for smooth test half-densities f = f̃ |dVH dVM |1/2 on H ×M . Then, we write the Fourier
coefficient as ∫

H

ẽjψ̃k dVH = (δi, ψk ⊗ ej).

For technical reasons, we will need to insert a pseudodifferential cutoff. Thankfully, we
can do this at minimal cost.

Lemma 4.1. Let χ be a smooth function on R taking values in [0, 1] for which χ = 1 on
a neighborhood of [a, b] and suppχ ⋐ (0, 1). The operator B acting on distributions over
H ×M defined spectrally by

B(ψk ⊗ ej) = χ(µk/λj)ψk ⊗ ej
1

is a real, self-adjoint, 0th order pseudodifferential operator with principal symbol

χ(pH(x, ξ)/pM(z, ζ)) for (x, ξ, z, ζ) ∈ T ∗(H ×M)

and with essential support in

{(x, ξ, z, ζ) : pH(x, ξ)/pM(z, ζ) ∈ suppχ}.
We defer the proof of the lemma until after our reduction, but not without a few words

first. The operator B is equal to χ( PH

PM
). Here, PH

PM
is not a pseudo-differential operator but

χ( PH

PM
) is a zeroth order pseudo-differential operator due to the properties of the cutoff.

To put this statement into context, we recall the notion of polyhomogeneous symbols
Sm(Γ) relative to a choice of conic open subset Γ ⊂ T ∗M −{0}; see [HoIV], Volume 3, page
83. Namely, the standard symbol estimates of [HoIV, (28.1.1)’] are only assumed to be valid
in Γ. This notion is developed more systematically on manifolds in [HoFIO, Page 86].

Formally, the principal symbol of the quotient operator PH

PM
is pH

pM
. This is not a symbol

on T ∗(M × H) − {0}, and indeed it is not even defined on the sub-cone 0M × T ∗H − {0}.
However, it is a symbol on the cone Γ ⊂ T ∗(M × H)\0 where pH(x, ξ)/pM(z, ζ) ∈ suppχ.
Note that if Suppχ = [a, b] then pH(x, ξ)/pM(z, ζ) ∈ suppχ if and only if apM(z, ζ) ≤
pH(x, ξ) ≤ bpM(z, ζ). We may further assume that pH(x, ξ) + pM(z, η) ≥ δ > 0 for some
δ > 0, since the cutoff of χ( PH

PM
) to the complement is a smoothing operator. Then at least

one of pH(x, ξ), pM(z, η) is ≥ δ/2 and so both symbols are uniformly bounded above zero.
Then the symbol q(y, η, x, ξ) = χ(pH(x, ξ)/pM(z, ζ)) is homogeneous of degree 0 and elliptic
in Γ. Moreover, it is a smoothing operator on the complement of Γ.

1We take the convention that B(ψk ⊗ ej) = 0 whenever λj = 0.
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We set

NB =
∑

j,k

χ2(µk/λj)|(δi, ψk ⊗ ej)|2δ(µk ,λj)

=
∑

j,k

|(δi, B(ψk ⊗ ej))|2δ(µk ,λj).

Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 1.1,

|ρ ∗N(µ, λ)− ρ ∗NB(µ, λ)| = O(λ−∞) for µ/λ ∈ [a, b],

so we may freely exchange N for NB in the statement of the theorem.
Similar to (4.1), if we denote δi×i the half-density on H ×H ×M ×M by

(δi×i, f) =

∫

H

∫

H

f̃(x, y, i(x), i(y)) dVH(x) dVH(y), (4.2)

for smooth test half-densities f = f̃ |dVH dVH dVM dVM |1/2 on H × H ×M ×M . Then we
have

|(δi, B(ψk ⊗ ej))|2 = χ(µk/λj)
2|(δi, ψk ⊗ ej)|2

= χ(µk/λj)
2(δi ⊗ δi, ψk ⊗ ej ⊗ ψk ⊗ ej)

= (δi×i, A(ψk ⊗ ψk ⊗ ej ⊗ ej))

= (Aδi×i, ψk ⊗ ψk ⊗ ej ⊗ ej)

where A is a pseudodifferential operator on H2 ×M2 defined spectrally by

A(ψk ⊗ ψk′ ⊗ ej ⊗ ej′) = χ(µk/λj)χ(µk′/λj′)β(µk/µk′)β(λj/λj′) (4.3)

where β ∈ C∞(R, [0, 1]) is identically 1 on a neighborhood of 1 and has support in (1/2, 2).
Similar to B, A is a real, 0th order, self-adjoint pseudodifferential operator. The β cutoffs
are there to ensure the symbol of A is smooth near the axes. Note, the third equality above
holds here since j′ = j and k′ = k.

Using this and a Fourier transform, we have

N̂B(s, t) =
∑

j,k

(Aδi×i, ψk ⊗ ψk ⊗ ej ⊗ ej)e
−i(sµk+tλj)

= (Aδi×i, eisPH ⊗ e−itPM ),

interpreted in a distributional sense. We let

U(s, t, x, y, z, w) = eisPH(x, y)e−itPM (z, w)

be the half-density distribution kernel of the tensored half-wave operators, and by an abuse
of notation, we let U denote the operator with the kernel above taking smooth half-densities
on H2 ×M2 to half-density distributions on R

2. Then, we have

N̂B|ds dt|1/2 = U ◦ A ◦ δi×i.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. That B is real and self-adjoint is clear from its definition. Furthermore,
we may remove the complex conjugate over ψk and write

B(ψk ⊗ ej) = χ(µk/λj)ψk ⊗ ej.



FOURIER COEFFICIENTS OF RESTRICTIONS OF EIGENFUNCTIONS 15

This will slightly simplify the calculations to come. We must verify that it is a pseudodif-
ferential operator with the indicated symbol and essential support. To this end, we write B
locally up to lower order terms. In what follows, we will write

b(σ, τ) = χ(σ/τ),

where here b is positive-homogeneous of order 0 and smooth on R
2 \ 0 since χ is smooth and

has compact support in the interval (0,∞). Note, we may declare b(0, 0) = 0 and regularize
b near the origin at the cost of a smooth error.

We first note that

eisPH⊗itPM = eisPH ⊗ eitPM ,

since their evaluations on joint eigenfunctions ψk ⊗ ej agree. By Fourier inversion we write

B = b(PH , PM) = (2π)−2

∫∫

R2

b̂(s, t)eisPH ⊗ eitPM ds dt

Let ρ be a Schwartz-class function on R
2 such that ρ ≡ 1 near the origin and ρ ≡ 0 outside

of a neighborhood of the origin. Then, we cut the integral into ρ(s, t) and 1 − ρ(s, t) parts.
Note since b is in class S0(R2), its Fourier transform has singular support at 0 (see the

proof of Theorem 4.3.1 in [Sog17]). Hence, b̂(s, t)(1 − ρ(s, t)) is Schwartz-class, and hence
an integration by parts reveals

(2π)−2

∫∫

R2

b̂(s, t)(1− ρ(s, t))eisPH ⊗ eitPM (ψk ⊗ ej) ds dt

= (2π)−2

∫∫

R2

b̂(s, t)(1− ρ(s, t))eisµk ⊗ eitλj (ψk ⊗ ej) ds dt = O(|(µk, λj)|−∞).

It suffices now to show that

(2π)−2

∫∫

R2

b̂(s, t)ρ(s, t)eisPH ⊗ eitPM ds dt (4.4)

is the desired pseudodifferential operator.
Next, as in [Sog17], we use Hörmander’s small time parametrix for the half-wave operator

to obtain

eisPH ⊗ eisPM (x, z, y, w)

= eisPH (x, y)eitPM (z, w)

= (2π)−n−d

∫

Rn

∫

Rd

ei(spH (y,ξ)+ϕH (x,y,ξ)+tpM (w,ζ)+ϕM(z,w,ζ))qH(s, x, y, ξ)qM(t, z, w, ζ) dξ dζ

modulo a smooth kernel, where

ϕH(x, y, ξ) = 〈x− y, ξ〉+O(|x− y|2|ξ|) and ϕM(z, w, ζ) = 〈z − w, ζ〉+O(|z − w|2|ζ |)
and qH and qM are zeroth-order symbols. Next, we examine the contribution of the integrals
in s and t to (4.4), namely
∫∫

R2

ei(spH(y,ξ)+tpM (w,ζ))b̂(s, t)ρ(s, t)qH(s, x, y, ξ)qM(t, z, w, ζ) ds dt

=

∫∫∫∫
ei(s(pH (y,ξ)−σ)+t(pM (w,ζ)−τ))b(σ, τ)ρ(s, t)qH(s, x, y, ξ)qM(t, z, w, ζ) ds dt dσ dτ
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We claim that (1) the integral above is a symbol a(x, y, z, w, ξ, ζ) in class S0, and (2) it has
rapid decay outside of supp b, and (3) it has principal term b(pH(y, ξ), pM(w, ζ)). We are
done after verifying these three claims.

We start, in fact, with (2). We let β be homogeneous of order 0 on R
2 which takes β ≡ 1

on supp b and β ≡ 0 near the axes of R2. We then cut the integral above by β(pH, pM) and
1 − β(pH, pM) parts. A standard integration by parts argument shows the latter part is in
S−∞. Hence, we consider the former part,

∫∫∫∫
ei(s(pH−σ)+t(pM−τ))b(σ, τ)β(pH , pM)ρ(s, t)qH(s, x, y, ξ)qM(t, z, w, ζ) ds dt dσ dτ,

which satisfies (2) trivially.
Next, we establish (1). We perform a change of variables and write the integral above as

p2M

∫∫∫∫
eipM (s(pH/pM−σ)+t(1−τ))b(σ, τ)β(pH/pM , 1)ρ(s, t)qH(s, x, y, ξ)qM(t, z, w, ζ) ds dt dσ dτ.

Now the phase function vanishes at its critical point (s, t, σ, τ) = (0, 0, pH/pM , 1), at which
it is nondegenerate. By a routine stationary phase argument, the result is a symbol with
principal term

(2π)2b(pH/pM , 1)β(pH/pM , 1)ρ(0, 0)qH(0, x, y, ξ)qM(0, z, w, ζ)

= (2π)2b(pH , pM)qH(0, x, y, ξ)qM(0, z, w, ζ).

Again, one must repeat this argument with derivatives in x, y, z, w and in ξ, ζ , where the
order of the leading term decreases with each derivative on the latter variables. We leave the
details to the reader with the following technical warning: When a derivative, for example
∂yi , hits the oscillatory part, a factor such as s∂yipH/pM comes down into the amplitude.
This would be troubling if not for the presence of the cutoff β, which ensures the amplitude
remains in class S0.

Finally, we move to (3). We have shown that the Schwartz kernel of B can be written

(2π)−d−n

∫

Rd

∫

Rn

ei(ϕH (x,y,ξ)+ϕM (z,w,ζ))(2π)−2a(x, y, z, w, ξ, ζ) dζ dξ

where a ∈ S0 satisfies

a(x, x, z, z, ξ, ζ) = (2π)2b(pH , pM)

modulo a lower-order term since qH(0, x, x, ξ) ≡ 1 and qM(0, z, z, ζ) ≡ 1 (see [Sog17, Chapter
4]). Hence, by equivalence of phase functions (see [Sog17, Chapter 3]), B has principal symbol
b(pH , pM), as desired. This concludes claim (3) and the proof of the lemma. �

4.2. The Symbolic Data of the Parts. Next, we compute the symbolic data of the
Lagrangian (actually, conormal) distribution δi×i. Then, we show that U ◦ A is a Fourier
integral operator and compute its symbolic data.

We will use the following notation. Im(X,Λ) will denote the space of Lagrangian distri-
butions on X of order m associated to the conic Lagrangian Λ ⊂ T ∗X \ 0. Im(X × Y, C′)
will then be used to denote the space of Fourier integral operators from Y to X , of order
m, associated with the canonical relation C ⊂ T ∗X \ 0 × T ∗Y \ 0. For each x ∈ H we let
πx : T ∗

ixM → T ∗
xH be the pullback of covectors through i. We will usually suppress the

subscripted base point in the notation, e.g. write (x, πζ) instead of (x, πxζ). Finally, we
recall gH and gM are the respective metric tensors on H and M .
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Proposition 4.2. δi×i ∈ IcodimH/2(H2 ×M2,Λ) where

Λ = {(x, πζ, y,−πω, ix,−ζ, iy, ω) : x, y ∈ H, ζ ∈ T ∗
ixM, ω ∈ T ∗

iyM, (ζ, ω) 6= 0},
and has principal symbol equal to (modulo a Maslov factor) the transport of the half-density

(2π)− codimH/2 |gH(x)|1/4|gH(y)|1/4
|gM(ix)|1/4|gM(iy)|1/4 |dx dy dζ dω|

1/2

via the implied parametrization of Λ by (x, y, ζ, ω).

This proposition is an application of the following lemma to the embedding i× i : H2 →
M2, whose proof we defer until the end of this subsection.

Lemma 4.3. Let i : H → M be a smooth embedding and let Γi = {(x, ix) : x ∈ H} denote
its graph in H ×M . Then, δi defined by (4.1) is a conormal distribution in IcodimH/4(H ×
M,N∗Γi \ 0) where

N∗Γi := {(x, πζ, ix,−ζ) : x ∈ H, ζ ∈ T ∗
ixM}

is the conormal bundle of the graph Γi of i. Moreover, δi has principal symbol equal (modulo
a Maslov factor) to the transport of the half-density

(2π)− codimH/4 |gH(x)|1/4
|gM(i(x))|1/4 |dx dζ |

1/2

via the implied parametrization of N∗Γi by (x, ζ).

Next, we compute the wavefront relation of U . We will use Gt
M to denote the time-t

homogeneous geodesic flow on T ∗M \ 0, and similar for Gs
H on H . Recall the half-wave

kernel e−itPM (z, w) as a half-density distribution on R×M ×M is a Lagrangian distribution
associated with the Lagrangian submanifold

{(t, τ, z, ζ, w,−ω) : τ + pM(z, ζ) = 0, (z, ζ) = Gt
M(w, ω)},

or equivalently,

{(t,−pM(z, ζ), z, ζ, Gt
M(z,−ζ)) : t ∈ R, (z, ζ) ∈ T ∗M \ 0}, (4.5)

with principal symbol equal (modulo Maslov factors) to the transport of (2π)1/4|dt dz dζ |1/2
via the implied parametrization by t ∈ R and (z, ζ) ∈ T ∗M \ 0 (see [HoIV, §29.1]). We
realize e−itPM (x, y) as the kernel of the Fourier integral operator UM ∈ I−1/4(R ×M2, C′

M)
from M2 to R, with canonical relation

CM = {(t,−pM(z, ζ); z,−ζ, G−t
M (z, ζ)) : t ∈ R, (z, ζ) ∈ T ∗M \ 0}.

Here, we have used that (w,−ω) = Gt
M(z,−ζ) if and only if (w, ω) = G−t

M (z, ζ). Similarly,

eisPH(x, y) is associated with the Lagrangian manifold

{(s,−pH(x, ξ), x, ξ, G−s
H (x,−ξ)) : s ∈ R, (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗H \ 0}

and has principal symbol (2π)1/4|ds dx dξ|1/2. Again, define UH ∈ I−1/4(R×H2, C′
H) as the

operator with kernel eisPH (x, y) and canonical relation

CH = {(s,−pH(x, ξ); x,−ξ, Gs
H(x, ξ)) : s ∈ R, (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗H \ 0}.

By the calculus of wavefront sets, the tensored operator UH ⊗ UM satisfies

WF ′(UH ⊗ UM ) ⊂ (CH × CM) ∪ (CH × 0) ∪ (0 ∪ CM ).
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Now, U is precisely a permutation of the variables UH ⊗ UM , and it is precisely the latter
two components in the union above which prevent U from being a Fourier integral operator.
Composition of U with our pseudodifferential cutoff A in (4.3) rescues us by excluding those
elements

(s, σ, t, τ ; x, ξ, y, η, z, ζ, w, ω) ∈ WF ′(U)

for which pH(x, ξ)/pM(z, ζ) 6∈ suppχ or pH(y, η)/pM(w, ω) 6∈ suppχ, which kills these prob-
lematic components. This cutoff also precludes any of ξ, η, ζ, ω from vanishing. We then
have the following.

Proposition 4.4. U ◦ A is a Fourier integral operator in I−1/2(R2 × (H2 ×M2), C′) with
canonical relation

C = {(s,−pH(x, ξ), t,−pM(z, ζ); x,−ξ, Gs
H(x, ξ), z,−ζ, G−t

M (z, ζ)) :

s, t ∈ R, (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗H \ 0, (z, ζ) ∈ T ∗M \ 0}
and principal symbol (modulo a Maslov factor) equal to the transport of

(2π)1/2χ(pH(x, ξ)/pM(z, ζ))2|ds dt dx dξ dz dζ |1/2

via the implied parametrization.

This is an immediate application of the composition formula for a Fourier integral operator
with a pseudodifferential operator. To simplify the resulting canonical relation, we have
used that the symbols pH and pM remain constant along their respective Hamiltonian (read:
geodesic) flows, and that both symbols are even.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We select local coordinates (y1, . . . , yn) for a neighborhood of a point
on H for which yd+1 = · · · = yn = 0 parametrizes H . The immersion

(x1, . . . , xd) 7→ (x1, . . . , xd, 0, . . . , 0)

parametrizes H in these local coordinates. Together, (x, y) ∈ R
d×R

n parametrize H×M in a

neighborhood of a point on the graph of i. We let f(x, y) = f̃(x, y)|gH(x)|1/4|gM(y)|1/4|dx dy|1/2
be a smooth test half-density onH×M supported in this neighborhood. By (4.1) and Fourier
inversion, we write

(δi, f) =

∫

Rd

f̃(x, (x, 0))|gH(x)|1/2 dx

= (2π)−n

∫

Rn

∫

Rn

∫

Rd

ei〈y−(x,0),ζ〉f̃(x, y)|gH(x)|1/2 dx dy dζ

= (2π)−n

∫

Rn

∫

Rn

∫

Rd

ei〈y−(x,0),ζ〉f(x, y)
|gH(x)|1/4
|gM(y)|1/4 |dx dy|

1/2 dζ,

and hence we write

δi(x, y) = (2π)−n+codimH/4

(∫

Rn

ei〈y−(x,0),ζ〉(2π)− codimH/4 |gH(x)|1/4
|gM(y)|1/4 dζ

)
|dx dy|1/2

in oscillatory form. We set ϕ(x, y, ζ) = 〈y − (x, 0), ζ〉 and note it is a nondegenerate phase
function with critical set

Cϕ = {(x, (x, 0), ζ) : x ∈ R
d, ζ ∈ R

n \ 0}.
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We let ζ ′ = (ζ1, . . . , ζd) be the first d coordinates of ζ . Via the map (x, y, ζ) 7→ (x, y, ϕ′
ζ), Cϕ

parametrizes

{(x, (x, 0),−ζ ′, ζ) : x ∈ R
d, ζ ∈ R

n \ 0}
which is precisely N∗Γi \ 0 in canonical local coordinates of T ∗(H ×M). We conclude

δi ∈ IcodimH/4(H ×M,N∗Γi \ 0).
Finally we compute the invariant half-density on N∗Γi \ 0. We parametrize Cϕ by x and

ζ as indicated above and have Leray density

dϕ =

∣∣∣∣
∂(x, θ, ϕ′

ζ)

∂(x, y, ζ)

∣∣∣∣
−1

|dx dζ |

=

∣∣∣∣
∂(x, ζ, y − (x, 0))

∂(x, y, ζ)

∣∣∣∣
−1

|dx dζ |

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
det



I 0 0
0 0 I
∗ I 0



∣∣∣∣∣∣

−1

|dx dζ |

= |dx dζ |.
The invariant homogeneous half-density on N∗Γi \ 0 is then the transport of

(2π)− codimH/4 |gH(x)|1/4
|gM(y)|1/4 |dx dζ |

1/2

to N∗Γi \ 0 via its parametrization by x and ζ . This completes the proof. �

4.3. Cleanness of the Composition. Before computing the principal symbol of the com-
position U ◦ A ◦ δi×i, we must first check the composition is clean.

Consider the projection C → T ∗(H2×M2) and the inclusion Λ → T ∗(H2×M2). The fiber
product of these maps consists of a universal object F and two maps F → C and F → Λ for
which the diagram

F C

Λ T ∗(H2 ×M2)

(4.6)

In this case, (4.6) is said to be a fiber product diagram. The composition C ◦ Λ may be
realized as the image of the composition F → C → T ∗(R2). In our specific case, the fiber
product induces relationships

z = ix, ξ = −πζ, (y,−πω) = Gs
H(x, ξ), and (iy, ω) = G−t

M (z, ζ)

amongst the elements of Λ and C as they appear in Propositions 4.3 and 4.4, respectively,
and have

F = {(s, t, x, ζ) : s, t ∈ R, x ∈ H, ζ ∈ T ∗
xM \ 0,

(i⊗ I)Gs
H(x, πζ) = (I ⊗ π)Gt

M(ix, ζ),
pH(x, πζ)

pM(ix, ζ)
∈ suppχ}. (4.7)
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Here, we have simplified the set using the change of variables ζ 7→ −ζ and the identity
(I ⊗−I)G−t

M (z,−ζ) = Gt
M(z, ζ). The projection F → C ◦ Λ is then

(s, t, x, ζ) 7−→ (s,−pH(x, πζ), t,−pM(ix, ζ)).

Remark 4.5. The composition C ◦ Λ indicates that, to obtain finer estimates on the joint
asymptotics of Fourier coefficients, we need hypotheses which constrain the size of the set of
points (s, t, x, ζ) for which

(i⊗ I)Gs
H(x, πζ) = (I ⊗ π)Gt

M(ix, ζ).

Geometrically, such a point corresponds to a configuration of two geodesic segments, one each
in H and M , which meet at their endpoints so that the velocity of the one in M coincides
with the velocity of the one in H after an orthogonal projection. Such refinements are the
subject of ongoing work (see [WXZ22]).

By the composition of C and Λ being clean, we mean that the fiber product diagram (4.6)
is clean. In particular, the diagram (4.6) holds in the category of smooth manifolds, and for
each point p ∈ F and its corresponding images (a; b) ∈ C and b ∈ Λ, the linearized diagram

TpF T(a;b)C

TbΛ TbT
∗(H2 ×M2)

(4.8)

is also a fiber product diagram. In this case, the excess of the diagram is

e = (dimTpF + dimTbT
∗(H2 ×M2))− (dimTbΛ + dimT(a;b)C)

= dimTpF − 2

and is constant on connected components of F .
In our situation, the fiber product diagram is clean if and only if the linearization of the

relation

(i⊗ I)Gs
H(x, πζ) = (I ⊗ π)Gt

M(ix, ζ)

from (4.7) defines the tangent space of F . We introduce a little notation to make this precise.
We let i and π denote, as an abuse of notation, their respective linearizations. We let HpH

and HpM denote the Hamilton vector fields associated with symbols pH and pM , respectively,
and recall

d

ds
Gs

H = HpH and
d

dt
Gt

M = HpM .

We will also use the prime notation to indicate the (coefficients of the) vector associated
with a variable, e.g. (s′, t′, x′, ζ ′) ∈ T(s,t,x,ζ)(R

2 × T ∗
HM). The linearization of the relation

above is then written

(i⊗ I)(s′HpH + dGs
H(x

′, πζ ′)) = (I ⊗ π)(t′HpM + dGt
M(ix′, ζ ′)), (4.9)

and one quickly checks that the cleanness condition is equivalent to:

“If (s′, t′, x′, ζ ′) satisfies (4.9), then (s′, t′, x′, ζ ′) ∈ TpF” (4.10)

at each p ∈ F .
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We now verify that the composition of C and Λ is always clean provided the (s, t) coordi-
nates of C lie in a suitably small neighborhood of the origin. We let

F0 = {(0, 0, x, ζ) : x ∈ H, ζ ∈ T ∗
xM,

pH(x, πζ)

pM(ix, ζ)
∈ suppχ}

be the component of F which lies at (s, t) = (0, 0). Furthermore for an open neighborhood
O of the origin in R

2, we let CO denote the intersection of C with T ∗(O ×H2 ×M2).

Lemma 4.6. There exists an open neighborhood O of the origin in R
2 such that F0 =

F ∩ (O × T ∗
HM). As a consequence,

CO ◦ Λ = {(0, σ, 0, τ) ∈ T ∗
0R

2 : σ, τ < 0, σ/τ ∈ suppχ}.

Since CO ◦ Λ is the only part of the whole composition C ◦ Λ which contributes to the set
on the right in the lemma, the symbolic data of U ◦A◦δi×i at the origin is determined by the
composition CO ◦ Λ and the relevant calculus. Now we verify that the composition is clean.

Proposition 4.7. The composition CO ◦ Λ is clean with excess d+ n− 2.

We start by relating the Hamilton vector fields HpM and HpH along the embedded manifold
H in a convenient choice of coordinates. Let (z1, . . . , zn) be local coordinates for M such
that (x1, . . . , xd) 7→ (x1, . . . , xd, 0, . . . , 0) parametrizes a neighborhood in H and the metric
gM along H is a block matrix

gM(x, 0) =

[
gH(x) 0
0 h(x)

]
.

Note, h is necessarily positive-definite, nonsingular, symmetric, and has entries which vary
smoothly in x. Let (x1, . . . , xd, ξ1, . . . , ξd) and (z1, . . . , zn, ζ1, . . . , ζn) be local canonical coor-
dinates for T ∗H and T ∗M , respectively. Recall, the Hamilton vector field associated with
the symbol pH is given by

HpH =
d∑

k=1

(
∂pH
∂ξk

∂

∂xk
− ∂pH
∂xk

∂

∂ξk

)
.

We will be concerned with the coefficients ∂pH/∂ξk of the spacial part of the vector. In
particular, we will want to relate these coefficients to the corresponding coefficients of HpM .
An elementary computation yields

∂pH
∂ξk

(x, ξ) =
1

pH(x, ξ)

d∑

j=1

gjkH (x)ξj and
∂pM
∂ζk

(z, ζ) =
1

pM(z, ζ)

n∑

j=1

gjkM(z)ζj.

In particular we have

∂pM
∂ζk

(ix, ζ) =
1

pM(ix, ζ)





d∑

j=1

gjkH (x)ζj 1 ≤ k ≤ d,

n∑

j=d+1

hjk(x)ζj d+ 1 ≤ k ≤ n

(4.11)
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where by yet another abuse of notation we take hjk(x) to be the entry of the inverse matrix
of h(x) in row j−d and column k−d. From this we obtain the following convenient formula:

∂pM
∂ζk

(ix, ζ) =
pH(x, πζ)

pM(ix, ζ)

∂pH
∂ξk

(x, πζ) for k ∈ {1, . . . , d}. (4.12)

We will need (4.12) and the following elementary lemma for the proof of Lemma 4.6.

Lemma 4.8. There exists an open neighborhood O of the origin in R
2 and a positive constant

C both only depending on H and M such that if (s, t) ∈ O and (s, t, x, ζ) ∈ F for some x, ζ,
then ∣∣∣s

t
− 1
∣∣∣ ≤ C|t|.

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Suppose there exists a sequence of points (s, t, x, ζ) ∈ F for which
(s, t) → 0. Since pH/pM is homogeneous of degree 0 and since S∗

HM is compact, we may
select a subsequence for which pM(ix, ζ) = 1 and (x, ζ) converges. Let us examine the
condition

(i⊗ I)Gs
H(x, πζ) = (I ⊗ π)Gt

M(ix, ζ)

in F . In local coordinates, we write
(s
t

) 1

s

(
(i⊗ I)Gs

H(x, πζ)− (ix, πζ)
)
=

1

t

(
(I ⊗ π)Gt

M(ix, ζ)− (ix, πζ)
)
.

By taking a limit and invoking Lemma 4.8, we find for all ǫ > 0 a term in the sequence for
which

|(i⊗ I)HpH(x, πζ)− (I ⊗ π)HpM (ix, ζ)| < ǫ.

We look to the spacial components of the Hamilton vectors and find

d∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣
∂pH
∂ξk

(x, πζ)− ∂pM
∂ζk

(ix, ζ)

∣∣∣∣
2

+

n∑

k=d+1

∣∣∣∣
∂pM
∂ζk

(ix, ζ)

∣∣∣∣
2

< ǫ2.

In light of (4.12), we have
∣∣∣∣1−

pM(ix, ζ)

pH(x, πζ)

∣∣∣∣
2 d∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣
∂pM
∂ζk

(ix, ζ)

∣∣∣∣
2

+
n∑

k=d+1

∣∣∣∣
∂pM
∂ζk

(ix, ζ)

∣∣∣∣
2

< ǫ2.

Since pM(ix, ζ) = 1, we can use this inequality to force pH(x, πζ)/pM(ix, ζ) as close to 1 as
we wish by taking ǫ small. This contradicts the condition that pH(x, πζ)/pM(ix, ζ) ∈ suppχ
in F . �

Proof of Proposition 4.7. By (4.10) and Lemma 4.6, it suffices to show that

TpF0 = {(s′, t′, x′, ζ ′) ∈ TpF : (i⊗ I)(s′HpH) = (I ⊗ π)(t′HpM )}
for each p = (0, 0, x, ζ) ∈ F0. This amounts to showing s′ = t′ = 0. The computation of the
excess follows by dimF0 = n+ d.

By homogeneity, assume pM(ix, ζ) = 1. In our usual local coordinates,

s′
∂pH
∂ξk

(x, πζ) = t′
∂pM
∂ζk

(ix, ζ) for k ∈ {1, . . . , d} and

0 = t′
∂pM
∂ζk

(ix, ζ) for k ∈ {d+ 1, . . . , n}.
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If t′ 6= 0, then by (4.11), ζk = 0 for each k ∈ {1, . . . , d}. We would then have pM(ix, ζ) =
pH(x, πζ), which is prohibited on F . Hence, t′ = 0 and we have

s′
∂pH
∂ξk

(x, πζ) = 0 for k ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

By (4.12),

pH(x, πζ)

pM(ix, ζ)

∂pH
∂ξk

(x, πζ) =
∂pM
∂ζk

(ix, ζ) for each k ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Hence if s′ 6= 0, each ∂pM/∂ζk must vanish for k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, and so again by (4.11), ζk = 0
for each k ∈ {1, . . . , d}. It follows pH(x, πζ) = 0, which is also prohibited on F . So s′ = 0
and the proof is complete. �

Proof of Lemma 4.8. For |s| and |t| smaller than the injectivity radii of H and M , respec-
tively,

s

t
=

dH(x, y)

dM(ix, iy)

where y is the point on H to which both Gs
H(x, πζ) and Gt

M(ix, ζ) project, and where dH
and dM are the Riemannian metrics on H and M , respectively. Since i : H → M is an
isometric embedding, dH(x, y) ≥ dM(ix, iy) always, so we need only show

dH(x, y)− dM(ix, iy) ≤ CdM(ix, iy)2

wherever dH(x, y) is bounded by a small constant. In fact in normal coordinates about ix
in M , dM(ix, iy) = |iy|, and dH(x, y)2 is a smooth function in y satisfying

dH(x, y)
2 = |y|2 +O(|y|3).

Then we have

dH(x, y)− dM(ix, iy) =
dH(x, y)

2 − dM(ix, iy)2

dH(x, y) + dM(ix, iy)
= O(|y|2),

as desired. Furthermore, the constants implicit in the big-O notation vary continuously with
x. The lemma follows by compactness. �

4.4. The Symbolic Data of the Composition. We are nearly prepared to compute the
principal symbol of U ◦ A ◦ δi×i in a neighborhood of the origin.

Proposition 4.9. The restriction of U ◦A ◦ δi×i to the open neighborhood O of Lemma 4.6
is a half-density distribution in In−3/2(R2; CO ◦ Λ) where

C ◦ ΛO = {(0, σ, 0, τ) ∈ T ∗
R

2 : σ, τ < 0 and σ/τ ∈ suppχ}
with principal symbol

(2π)−n+ 3
2 vol(Sd−1) vol(Sn−d−1) vol(H)

· χ(σ/τ)2(−σ)d−1(−τ)n−d−1(1− σ2/τ 2)
n−d−2

2 |dσ dτ |1/2,
wherever σ/τ belongs to a given interval [a, b] ⊂ (0, 1), modulo multiplication by a complex
unit.
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The order n− 3/2 is computed by

ord(U ◦ A ◦ δi×i) = ord(U ◦ A) + ord δi×i + e/2.

Recall ord(U ◦ A) = −1/2 from Proposition 4.4, ord δi×i = (n− d)/2 from Proposition 4.3,
and e = n+ d− 2 from Proposition 4.7.

We now show how this proposition concludes the proof of Theorem 1.4. Recall

U ◦ A ◦ δi×i = N̂B|ds dt|1/2.
Let ρ be a Schwartz-class function on R

2 whose Fourier support is contained in O. We test
both sides against the oscillating half-density ρ̂(s, t)e−i(sσ+tτ)|ds dt|1/2 to obtain

(U ◦ A ◦ δi×i, ρ̂(s, t)e
−i(sσ+tτ)|ds dt|1/2) = (2π)2ρ ∗NB(−σ,−τ).

Referring to Proposition 4.9 along with [HoIV, Proposition 25.1.5] and the discussion pre-
ceding [HoIV, Theorem 25.1.9], we obtain

ρ ∗NB(−σ,−τ) = (2π)−n vol(Sd−1) vol(Sn−d−1) vol(H)

ρ̂(0)(−σ)d−1(−τ)n−d−1(1− σ2/τ 2)
n−d−2

2 +O(|(σ, τ)|n−3) (4.13)

for σ/τ ∈ [a, b]. Strictly speaking, the main term is only correct up to multiplication by a
complex unit. But, this complex unit is 1 anyway after taking ρ ≥ 0 and recalling NB ≥ 0.
Finally, the theorem follows after a change of variables (µ, λ) = (−σ,−τ).

To compute the symbol, we first require a specialized basis for the tangent space of T ∗
HM .

In what follows, we identify our fiber product F0 with

F0 = {(x, ζ) ∈ T ∗
HM \ 0 :

pH(x, πζ)

pM(ix, ζ)
∈ suppχ}

and, via the obvious inclusion, view T(x0,ζ0)F0 as a subspace of T(ix0,ζ0)T
∗M . For shorthand,

we will also use

c =
pH(x0, πζ0)

pM(ix0, ζ0)
.

Lemma 4.10. Fix (x0, ζ0) in F0. Take a system of local coordinates (z1, . . . , zn) of M about
ix0 and consider the symplectic basis e1, . . . , en, f1, . . . , fn of T(ix0,ζ0)T

∗M given by

ej =
∂

∂zj
and fj =

∂

∂ζj
j ∈ {1, . . . , n}

in canonical coordinates (z1, . . . , zn, ζ1, . . . , ζn). We may select these local coordinates such
that the following hold.

(1) e1, . . . , ed, f1, . . . , fn is a basis for T(x0,ζ0)F0.
(2) diej = ej for all j ≤ d.
(3) dπfj = fj for all j ≤ d, and 0 if j > d.
(4) dpHej = 0 for all j.

(5) dpHfj =

{
0 j < d

1 j = d.

(6) dpMej = 0 for j ≤ d.
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(7) dpMfj =





c j = d,√
1− c2 j = n,

0 otherwise.
(8) HpH = ed.

(9) HpM = ced +
√
1− c2en plus a linear combination of fd+1, . . . , fn.

There are some minor abuses of notation in the lemma above. First, (2) is tautological
since we have identified T(x0,ζ0)F0 as a subspace of T(ix0,ζ0)T

∗M . Second, we are viewing dπ
as an operator on T(ix0,ζ0)T

∗M rather than a map to T(x0,πζ0)T
∗H and, strictly speaking,

should be written I ⊗ dπ. Alternatively, we can make precise sense of the notation if we use
the symplectic basis to pull everything back to the model Euclidean symplectic space R

2n.

Proof. Consider geodesic normal coordinates (x1, . . . , xd) about x0 in H . Without loss of
generality, we select these coordinates so that (0, . . . , 0, s) parametrizes the geodesic traced
by Gs

H(x0, πζ0). It follows that

(x0, πζ0) = (0, . . . , 0, pH(x0, πζ0))

in canonical local coordinates (x, ξ), and

∂pH
∂ξj

(x0, πζ0) =

{
1 j = d

0 j < d.
(4.14)

Since g−1
H (x) = I +O(|x|2) in normal coordinates, we also have

∂pH
∂xℓ

(x0, πζ0) =
1

2pH

d∑

j,k=1

∂gjkH
∂xℓ

(x0)ξjξk = 0 for ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , d}. (4.15)

We extend to coordinates in M by first selecting a smooth orthonormal frame vd+1, . . . , vn
of vectors perpendicular to H and taking coordinates (z1, . . . , zn) defined by the map

(z1, . . . , zn) 7→ exp(zd+1vd+1(z
′) + · · ·+ znvn(z

′))

where for shorthand z′ = (z1, . . . , zd). We note

g−1
M (z′, 0) =

[
g−1
H (z′) 0
0 I

]
=

[
I +O(|z′|2) 0

0 I

]
(4.16)

Without loss of generality, we select vn such that the ζ-gradient of pM is a linear combination
of ∂/∂zd and vn = ∂/∂zn. And, since gM is the identity at the origin and |∇ζpM | = 1, it
follows

∂pM
∂ζj

=





pH/pM j = d,√
1− p2H/p

2
M j = n,

0 otherwise

(4.17)

in canonical local coordinates.
Properties (1), (2), and (3) follow by construction. (4) follows from

dpHej =
∂pH
∂xj

(x0, πζ0)
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and (4.15). (5) follows from (4.14). (6) follows from property (4) and (4.16) if j ≤ d, and
from

dpMej =
∂pM
∂zj

(0) =
1

2pM

n∑

k,ℓ=1

∂gkℓM
∂zj

(0) =
1

2pM

d∑

k,ℓ=1

∂gkℓH
∂xj

(0).

Finally, (7) follows from (4.17). (8) and (9) follow from (4) through (7) and a computation
of HpM and HpH in local coordinates. �

Now we prove Proposition 4.9. In what follows, we assume familiarity with the composition
calculus in [DG75]. As in [DG75], given a vector space V and a real number α, we use |V |α
to denote the 1-dimensional vector space of α-densities on V . Please see also [HoIV] for
an alternate exposition of the symbol calculus of FIOs, and to [GS13] for the half-density
formalism.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. Like before, fix p = (x, ζ) ∈ F0 and set

a = (0,−pH(x, πζ), 0,−pM(ix, ζ)) and

b = (x, πζ, x,−πζ, ix,−ζ, ix, ζ).
We let α : F0 → C ◦ Λ be the projection of the fiber onto the composition and let dα be its
linearization TpF0 → TaC ◦ Λ. The procedure in [DG75] identifies an object in | ker dα| ⊗
|TaC ◦Λ|1/2 which is then integrated over the ‘excess fiber’ α−1(a) to obtain the half-density
symbol on CO ◦ Λ.

Following the procedure in [DG75], we will identify the object in | ker dα| ⊗ |TaC ◦ Λ|1/2
with three steps.

(1) Let τ : T(a;b)C × TbΛ → TbT
∗(H2 ×M2) given by τ((a′; b′), c′) = b′ − c′. We use the

exact sequence

0 −→ TpF0 −→ T(a;b)C × TbΛ
τ−→ TbT

∗(H2 ×M2) −→ coker τ −→ 0 (4.18)

along with the symbols on C and Λ and the symplectic half-density on T ∗(H2×M2)
to obtain a linear isomorphism |TpF0|−1/2 ≃ | coker τ |−1/2, which we make explicit in
Lemma 4.11, below.

(2) The spaces coker τ and kerα are nondegenerately paired by the symplectic form on
T ∗(H2 ×M2) (‘canonically paired’ in Duistermaat and Guillemin’s language). This
induces a linear isomorphism | coker τ |−1/2 ≃ | kerα|1/2. Both the pairing and the
isomorphism are made explicit in Lemma 4.12, below.

(3) The short exact sequence

0 −→ ker dα −→ TpF0
dα−→ Ta(C ◦ Λ) −→ 0 (4.19)

yields a unique element in | ker dα|1/2⊗|TpF0|−1/2⊗|TaC ◦Λ|1/2, which by the isomor-
phisms |TpF0|−1/2 ≃ | coker τ |−1/2 ≃ | ker dα|1/2 from (1) and (2), identifies a unique
element of | ker dα| ⊗ |TaC ◦ Λ|1/2. This is made explicit in Lemma 4.13, below.

Lemma 4.11. The exact sequence (4.18) induces a linear isomorphism |TpF0|−1/2 ≃ | coker τ |−1/2

which, given the −1
2
-density on TpF0 which assigns the value 1 to the basis for TpF0 of Lemma

4.10, gives a −1
2
-density on coker τ which assigns

(2π)− codimH/2+1/2χ(c)2(1− c2)−1/4
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to the basis of coker τ obtained as the image of

(0, 0, fj, 0) j ≤ d (4.20)

(0, ej, 0, 0) j < d

(0, 0, 0, ej) d < j < n

under the quotient map TbT
∗(H2 ×M2) → coker τ .

The pairing of ker dα and coker τ hinted in (2) is realized as follows. By the arguments in
[DG75], the image of ker dα in TbT

∗(H2 ×M2) via TpF0 → TbT
∗(H2 ×M2) is precisely the

symplectic complement of im τ . The symplectic form then induces a well-defined nondegen-
erate bilinear mapping

ker dα× coker τ → R.

Lemma 4.12. The pairing of ker dα and coker τ induces a linear isomorphism | coker τ |1/2 ≃
| ker dα|−1/2 that, given a half-density on coker τ which assigns the value 1 to the basis in
Lemma 4.11, gives a −1

2
-density on ker dα which assigns the value 1 to the basis

e1, . . . , ed, f1, . . . , fd−1, fd+1, . . . , fn−1.

Lemma 4.13. The short exact sequence (4.19) and the isomorphisms of the previous two
lemmas identify a unique element in | ker dα| ⊗ |TaC ◦ Λ|1/2 which assigns the value

(2π)− codimH/2+1/2(1− c2)−1/2

to the pair of bases

e1, . . . , ed, f1, . . . , fd−1, fd+1, . . . , fn−1 and (h, 0), (0, h)

for ker dα and TaC ◦ Λ, respectively.
Finally, we integrate the object identified in Lemma 4.13 over the excess fiber α−1(0, σ, 0, τ).

We fix coordinates as we have above and integrate in the ζ variables first and x variables
second. We note that (x0, ζ) ∈ α−1(0, σ, 0, τ) if and only if

|(ζ1, . . . , ζd)| = −σ and |(ζ1, . . . , ζn)| = −τ,
which may be rewritten as the cartesian product of the sphere of radius −σ in R

d and the
sphere of radius

√
τ 2 − σ2 in R

n−d. Integrating yields an object in |Tx0H|⊗|TaC ◦Λ|1/2 which
assigns the value

(2π)− codimH/2+1/2 vol(Sd−1) vol(Sn−d−1)(−σ)d−1(−τ)n−d−1(1− σ2/τ 2)
n−d−2

2

to the pair of bases e1, . . . , ed and (h, 0), (0, h). Since e1, . . . , ed are orthonormal at x0 with
respect to the Riemannian inner product, integration over H yields the half-density

(2π)− codimH/2+1/2 vol(Sd−1) vol(Sn−d−1) vol(H)

(−σ)d−1(−τ)n−d−1(1− σ2/τ 2)
n−d−2

2 |dσ dτ |1/2.
Proposition 4.9 follows by [DG, Theorem 5.4] or [HorIV, 25.2.3], which multiplies in an
additional complex unit times (2π)−e/2 = (2π)−(n+d−2)/2. �

All that remains is to prove Lemmas 4.11, 4.12, and 4.13.
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Proof of Lemma 4.11. The exact sequence (4.18) gives us an identification

| coker τ |−1/2 ≃ |TpF0|−1/2 ⊗ |T(a;b)C × TbΛ|1/2 ⊗ |TbT ∗(H2 ×M2)|−1/2.

We will begin by fixing an element in |TpF0|−1/2 which takes the basis (1) of Lemma 4.10 to
1 and, through a process of forward maps, basis extensions, and change of basis operations,
we will obtain the desired valuation of an element in | coker τ |−1/2 on the basis in the lemma.

In what follows, we let g, h constitute the standard symplectic basis of any tangent space
to T ∗

R. Recalling Propositions 4.4 and 4.3 and appealing to Lemma 4.10, T(a;b)C has a basis

(g, 0; 0,−ed, 0, 0)
(0, g; 0, 0, 0, ced +

√
1− c2en + ∗)

(0, 0; ej, ej , 0, 0) j ≤ d

(0, 0; fj,−fj , 0, 0) j < d

(−h, 0; fd,−fd, 0, 0)
(0, 0; 0, 0, ej, ej) j ≤ n

(0, 0; 0, 0,−fj, fj) j 6= d, n

(0,−ch; 0, 0,−fd, fd)
(0,−

√
1− c2h; 0, 0,−fn, fn)

where the ∗ is a linear combination of fd+1, . . . , fn, and TbΛ has a basis

(ej , 0, ej, 0) j ≤ d

(0, ej, 0, ej) j ≤ d

(fj , 0,−fj, 0) j ≤ d

(0, fj, 0,−fj) j ≤ d

(0, 0,−fj, 0) j > d

(0, 0, 0,−fj) j > d.

Recall the maps TpF0 → T(a;b)C and TpF0 → TbΛ are given by

(x′, ζ ′) 7→ (0,−dpH(x′, πζ ′), 0,−dpM(ix′, ζ); x′, πζ ′, x′,−πζ ′, ix′,−ζ ′, ix′, ζ ′)
(x′, ζ ′) 7→ (x′, πζ ′, x′,−πζ ′, ix′,−ζ ′, ix′, ζ ′)

Appealing to Lemma 4.10, the basis e1, . . . , ed, f1, . . . , fn of TpF0 pushes forward through the
map TbF0 → T(a;b)C × TbΛ to

(0, 0; ej, ej , ej, ej)× (ej , ej, ej , ej) j ≤ d

(0, 0; fj,−fj ,−fj , fi)× (fj ,−fj ,−fj , fi) j < d

(−h,−ch; fd,−fd,−fd, fd)× (fd,−fd,−fd, fd)
(0, 0; 0, 0,−fj, fj)× (0, 0,−fj, fj) d < j < n

(0,−
√
1− c2h; 0, 0,−fn, fn)× (0, 0,−fn, fn)

Our current goal is to complete this to a basis for the product T(a;b)C × TbΛ. The evaluation
of the symbolic half-density on the product will determine a unique element of |(T(a;b)C ×
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TbΛ)/ ker τ |1/2. We add in d + n elements of the form 0 × v where v is a basis element of
TbΛ. We also add in 2 + 2d+ 2n elements of the form 0× v where v are the basis elements
of T(a;b)C. Specifically, we extend to a basis of the product by adding in elements

0× (ej , 0, ej, 0) j ≤ d (4.21)

0× (0, ej , 0, ej) j ≤ d

0× (fj , 0,−fj, 0) j ≤ d

0× (0,−fj , 0, fj) j ≤ d

0× (0, 0,−fj, 0) d < j ≤ n

0× (0, 0, 0, fj) d < j ≤ n

(g, 0; 0,−ed, 0, 0)× 0

(0, g; 0, 0, 0, ced +
√
1− c2en + ∗)× 0

(0, 0; 0, 0, ej, ej)× 0 j ≤ n

(0, 0; 0, 0,−fj, fj)× 0 j < d

(0,−ch; 0, 0,−fd, fd)× 0

A linear transformation consisting entirely of determinant ±1 row operations and perhaps
some permutations takes the extended basis to the product of the bases of T(a;b)C and TbΛ.
Appealing to the symbolic data in Lemmas 4.4 and 4.3, the half-density on the product
T(a;b)C × TbΛ assigns the value

(2π)− codimH/2+1/2χ(c)2

to the product basis. Hence, the desired element of |(T(a;b)C×TbΛ)/ ker τ |1/2 assigns the same
value to the image of the list (4.21) by the quotient map T(a;b)C×TbΛ → (T(a;b)C×TbΛ)/ ker τ .

Next, we map (4.21) forward to TbT
∗(H2 ×M2) via τ . In particular, we obtain

(−ej , 0,−ej, 0) j ≤ d

(0,−ej , 0,−ej) j ≤ d

(−fj , 0, fj, 0) j ≤ d

(0, fj, 0,−fj) j ≤ d

(0, 0, fj, 0) d < j ≤ n

(0, 0, 0,−fj) d < j ≤ n

(0,−ed, 0, 0)
(0, 0, 0, ced +

√
1− c2en + ∗)

(0, 0, ej, ej) j ≤ n

(0, 0,−fj, fj) j < d

(0, 0,−fd, fd).

Recall the ∗ is a linear combination of fj . We extend this by the n+ d−2 elements in (4.20)
and, after a sequence of determinant ±1 operations and a permutation of the basis elements,
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we obtain the basis

(ej, 0, 0, 0) j ≤ d

(0, ej, 0, 0) j ≤ d

(0, 0, ej, 0) j ≤ n

(0, 0, 0, ej) j < n

(0, 0, 0,
√
1− c2en)

(fj, 0, 0, 0) j ≤ d

(0, fj, 0, 0) j ≤ d

(0, 0, fj, 0) j ≤ n

(0, 0, 0, fj) j ≤ n,

to which the symplectic −1
2
-density on TbT

∗(H2 × M2) assigns (1 − c2)−1/4. Finally, the

desired element in | coker τ |−1/2 assigns the product of these valuations,

(2π)− codimH/2+1/2χ(c)2(1− c2)−1/4,

to the image of the basis (4.20) via the quotient TbT
∗(H2 ×M2) → coker τ . �

Proof of Lemma 4.12. The map TpF0 → TbT
∗(H2 ×M2) is

(x′, ζ ′) 7→ (x′, dπζ ′, x′,−dπζ ′, dix′,−ζ ′, dix′, ζ ′).
Hence, the basis for ker dα in the lemma maps forward to

(ej , ej , ej, ej) j ≤ d (4.22)

(fj ,−fj ,−fj , fj) j < d

(0, 0,−fj, fj) d < j < n.

The restriction of the symplectic form on TbT
∗(H2 ×M2) to ker dα× coker τ has matrix



I 0 0
0 I 0
0 0 −I




with respect to the products of the bases (4.22) and (4.20). Since the absolute value of the
determinant of this matrix is conveniently 1, and since our −1

2
-density on coker τ assigns 1

to the basis in Lemma 4.11, the natural element in | ker dα|1/2 assigns 1 to the basis in the
statement of the lemma. �

Proof of Lemma 4.13. The short exact sequence (4.19) and the results of Lemmas 4.11 and
4.12 induce a natural trivialization

1 ≃ | ker dα|1/2 ⊗ |TpF0|−1/2 ⊗ |TaC ◦ Λ|1/2 ≃ | ker dα| ⊗ |TaC ◦ Λ|1/2.
Take the element in |TpF0|−1/2 which assigns the value 1 to the basis in (1) of Lemma 4.10.
Invoking both Lemma 4.11 and Lemma 4.12, the induced element in | ker dα|1/2 assigns the
value

(2π)− codimH/2+1/2χ(c)2(1− c2)−1/4

to the basis in Lemma 4.12. Note, the pushforward of fd, fn through dα is

(−h, 0), (−ch,−
√
1− c2h),
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and hence the object in | ker dα| ⊗ |TaC ◦ Λ|1/2 assigns this same value to the pair of bases

e1, . . . , ed, f1, . . . , fd−1, fd+1, . . . , fn−1 and (−h, 0), (−ch,−
√
1− c2h).

Note, (−h, 0), (−ch,−
√
1− c2h) is the image of the basis (h, 0), (0, h) under a linear trans-

formation of determinant
√
1− c2. Hence, our object in | ker dα| ⊗ |TaC ◦ Λ|1/2 assigns the

value

(2π)− codimH/2+1/2χ(c)2(1− c2)−1/2

to the pair of bases

e1, . . . , ed, f1, . . . , fd−1, fd+1, . . . , fn−1 and (h, 0), (0, h).

�

5. Proof of the Theorem 1.5

Finally, we prove our Tauberian theorem. The idea at the core of the argument is based on
that of Colin de Verdiere’s version in [CdV79] which obtains asymptotics of certain weighted
counts of spectral measures in R

d over a homothetic family of regions with piecewise C1

boundary. The main contribution here is to relate the remainder to the size of (a unit
thickening of) the boundary of the region, rather than to a scaling parameter. This allows
us to apply the Tauberian theorem to obtain estimates for sums over a joint spectrum in
more exotic families of regions, as in Theorem 1.3.

We introduce some notation. For a subset Ω ⊂ R
n and 0 ≤ a < b, we define

∂Ω[a,b] = {x ∈ Ωc : a ≤ d(x,Ω) ≤ b},
and

∂Ω[−b,−a] = {x ∈ Ω : a ≤ d(x,Ωc) ≤ b},
and finally if a < 0 < b, we set

∂Ω[a,b] = ∂Ω[a,0] ∪ ∂Ω[0,b]

As expected, ∂Ω[−1,1] is the unit thickening of the boundary of Ω.
To prove Theorem 1.5, we first record a couple helpful lemmas. The first is an observation

about integration of order functions over thickenings of regions in R
n. The second uses the

first and allows us to control N(∂Ω[0,r]) in terms of the integral of m over ∂Ω[−1,1].

Lemma 5.1. Let m be an order function on R
n, Ω a subset of Rn, and a, b real numbers for

which a < b. Then, there exist a constant C and an exponent ν depending only on n and m
for which ∫

∂Ω[a,b]

m(x) dx ≤ C(1 + max(|a|, |b|))ν
∫

∂Ω[−1,1]

m(x) dx.

Lemma 5.2. We assume all hypotheses of Theorem 1.5 except we do not require that N(Ω)
be finite. Then for each r ≥ 1,

N(∂Ω[0,r]) ≤ C(1 + r)ν
∫

∂Ω[−1,1]

m(x) dx

for some constant C and exponent ν which are independent of r and Ω.
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We first prove Theorem 1.5 and then the lemmas. Throughout the proofs, we use a . b
to mean that there exists a positive constant C not depending on Ω for which

a ≤ Cb.

We also use a & b to denote b . a and we use a ≈ b to mean a . b and a & b.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We write

N(Ω)− ρ ∗N(Ω) =

∫

Rn

χΩ(y) dN(y)−
∫

Rn

∫

Rn

χΩ(x)ρ(x− y)dN(y) dx

=

∫

Rn

∫

Rn

(χΩ(y)− χΩ(x))ρ(x− y)dN(y) dx.

We note

χΩ(x)− χΩ(y) =





1 x ∈ Ω and y ∈ Ωc,

−1 x ∈ Ωc and y ∈ Ω,

0 otherwise,

and hence

|N(Ω)− ρ ∗N(Ω)| ≤
∫

Ω

∫

Ωc

ρ(x− y) dN(y) dx+

∫

Ωc

∫

Ω

ρ(x− y) dN(y) dx.

We claim the first integral is bounded as
∫

Ω

∫

Ωc

ρ(x− y) dN(y) dx .

∫

∂Ω[−1,1]

m(x) dx. (5.1)

As we proceed, we will see that the claim holds similarly if we interchange Ω and Ωc, and
hence the second integral satisfies the same bound. The theorem will follow.

For y ∈ R
n and r ≥ 0, we let

A(y, r) = {x ∈ R
n : r ≤ |x− y| ≤ r + 1}

denote the annulus centered at y with inner radius r and outer radius r + 1. Since ρ is
Schwartz-class, we write

ρ(x− y) . (1 + |x− y|)−K

for K as large as we desire and C which depends on N . Hence,
∫

Ω

∫

Ωc

ρ(x− y) dN(y) dx ≤
∞∑

k=0

∫

∂Ω[0,k+1]

∫

Ω∩A(y,k)

ρ(x− y) dx dN(y)

.

∞∑

k=0

(1 + k)−K

∫

∂Ω[0,k+1]

|Ω ∩ A(y, k)| dN(y)

.

∞∑

k=0

(1 + k)−K+n−1N(∂Ω[0,k+1])

.

∞∑

k=0

(1 + k)−K+n+ν−1

∫

∂Ω[−1,1]

m(x) dx

where the last line follows from the second lemma. (5.1) follows after taking K > n+ ν and
summing the convergent series. �
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Proof of Lemma 5.1. Let P denote a maximal 1-separated subset of ∂Ω[a,b]. Note

m(x) ≈ m(y) for |x− y| ≤ 1

and, since the balls B(x, 1) of radius 1 centered at points in P cover ∂Ω[a,b], we have
∫

∂Ω[a,b]

m(x) dx ≤
∑

x∈P

∫

B(x,1)

m(y) dy .
∑

x∈P

m(x).

Now let Q be a maximal 1-separated subset of ∂Ω[−1/2,1/2]. Note that the balls B(x, 1/2) for
X ∈ Q are disjoint and lie entirely in ∂Ω[−1,1]. Hence,

∫

∂Ω[−1,1]

m(x) dx ≥
∑

x∈Q

∫

B(x,1/2)

m(y) dy &
∑

x∈Q

m(x).

Hence, it suffices to show
∑

x∈P

m(x) . (1 + max(|a|, |b|))ν
∑

y∈Q

m(y).

For shorthand let r = 1+max(|a|, |b|). For each x ∈ P , let y(x) denote some choice of y ∈ Q
for which |x− y(x)| ≤ r. Such y(x) must always exist. If B(x, r) ∩ Q were empty, then we
would be able to place a point in B(x, r− 1) ∩ ∂Ω[−1/2,1/2] which then would be 1-separated
from all other points in Q.

Suppose ν ′ is the exponent in the bound on the order function m. That is,

m(x) . (1 + |x− y|)ν′m(y).

We have
∑

x∈P

m(x) . rν
′
∑

x∈P

m(y(x))

= rν
′
∑

y∈Q

#{x : y(x) = y}m(y)

. rν
′+n
∑

y∈Q

m(y),

where the last line follows from

#{x : y(x) = y} ≤ #P ∩ B(y, r) . rn

for each y ∈ Q. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Since ρ(0) > 0, there exists δ ∈ (0, 1] and a positive constant c for
which

ρ(x) ≥ c for |x| ≤ δ.

Hence, ∫

B(x,δ)

dN(y) ≤ 1

c
ρ ∗N(x) ≤ 1

c
m(x) for all x ∈ R

n. (5.2)
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We let Ñ denote the restriction of N to ∂Ω[0,r] and have by Fubini’s theorem,

N(∂Ω[0,r]) =

∫

Rn

dÑ(y)

=

∫

Rn

∫

B(y,δ)

1

|B(y, δ)| dx dÑ(y)

=

∫

Rn

∫

B(x,δ)

1

|B(x, δ)|dÑ(y) dx.

Note, the inner integral is supported for x in a δ-thickening of the support of Ñ , e.g.
∂Ω[−1,r+1]. This and Ñ ≤ N yield

N(∂Ω[0,r]) ≤
∫

∂Ω[−1,r+1]

1

|B(x, δ)|

∫

B(x,δ)

dN(y) dx

≤ 1

c|B(0, δ)|

∫

∂Ω[−1,r+1]

m(x) dx,

where the second line follows from (5.2). The proof is completed by Lemma 5.1. �
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